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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript 

and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 

suggestion of additional references, please mention in the 
review form. 

 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

1.The work is interesting, it solves a major problem in the department of Issia. 
The authors had the idea of using a food available all year round to treat 
malnutrition. 
2. The title is correct. 
3. Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. 
4.The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate 
5. Yes. 
6. Yes, the references are sufficient and recent but:  

It is necessary to check the numbering of the references which is in 
duplicate. 
The names (genus and species) of the strains must be italicized. 
References 13-23, 25-30 replace the word french by France 

25. food capitalize the F 
The work is entitled "Feasibility of cassava semolina (Attiéké) as a vehicle for 
food fortification: A survey in areas of Côte d'Ivoire with high levels of childhood 
micronutrient deficiencies" 
     This study was conducted from May 14 to 21, 2021 in an area of Côte d'Ivoire 
in elementary school of six villages ( Béliéguhé, Zédéguhé, Béréguhé, 
Maboguhé, Dibléguhé and Guéguhé ) where previously a high prevalence of 
childhood anemia was detected. 
To fight against malnutrition, the results of this study showed that cassava 
semolina, available on the market all year round, can be added to foods to enrich 
them in order to overcome nutritional deficits in children. 

I would have liked to have an idea of the biochemical composition of 
cassava semolina to better enrich the discussion. 

The last column of Table 2 needs to be reviewed: 
To my knowledge F is the Fischer test and p is the probability 
they must be mentioned below the table. p is greater than 0.05 so it is not 
significant. 

Figure 2 it is necessary to review the coefficient of determination R2 (here it is 
not significant it is very far from 1) 
I conclude that the work is worth publishing after correction. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

Can be improved 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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